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ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE 

 
PUBLIC NOTE OF THE MEETING HELD ON MONDAY 31 JANUARY 2011 

AT 4.30 PM IN COMMITTEE ROOM 16 
 

Members present: 
 

Sir Alan Haselhurst (in the Chair) 
 

Geoffrey Clifton-Brown 
Thomas Docherty 
Mr Kevan Jones 

Mr Mark Francois 
Dr Phillip Lee 
Nigel Mills 
Tessa Munt 
Bob Russell 

Angela Smith 
Mr John Spellar 

Mr Shailesh Vara 
Mr Dave Watts  

 
Apologies: Rosie Cooper, Mike Weatherley. 
 
In attendance: Jon Hewett, Specialist Advisor (for items 1-7) 
 Catherine Fogarty, Deliverer of the Vote (for item 4) 
 Joan Miller, Director of Parliamentary ICT (for item 6) 
 Matthew Taylor, Director of Members Services (for item 6) 
   
1. NOTES OF DISCUSSION 

 
The Committee approved the informal note of the meeting on 24 January.  

 
2. MATTERS ARISING 
 

The Committee discussed the Members’ Centre and agreed to seek further 
information from the Director of Information Services when he meets the 
Committee in March. 
 
The Chair informed the Committee of his meeting with the Director General of 
Chamber and Committee Services on forthcoming changes in the parliamentary 
bookshop and the on the potential to raise increased revenue by selling souvenirs.  
The Committee noted the update. 
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The Committee discussed the Procedure Committee’s inquiry into the sitting hours of 
the House, and agreed that the Chair should summarise and submit the views 
expressed on the impact on Members’ services.  A Member suggested that the 
inquiry might best focus on what work Members had to do and tailor the hours to 
that, rather than vice versa.  Another pointed out the impact on tours and visits to the 
House of a suggested change to ‘9 to 5’ style sittings.  Another spoke of the need for 
Ministers, in a parliamentary system, to be able to balance their ministerial and 
parliamentary roles during the day.  The need of most Members to travel considerable 
distances to and from their constituencies was discussed, as were the new difficulties 
facing Members for whom IPSA did not provide overnight accommodation expenses 
because of their constituencies’ proximity to London.  The impact on the staff of the 
House and of Members should be taken into account in any proposal for change in the 
sitting hours.  Finally, a ‘9 to 5’ culture would add to the ‘professionalisation’ of 
politics. 
 
The Chair noted that he had replied to the Chair of the Standards and Privileges 
Committee to say that the Administration Committee would consider questions 
relating to former Members’ passes in March. 
 
 

3. ELECTRONIC DEVICES IN THE CHAMBER 
 

The Committee considered a request from the Procedure Committee for a view for its 
inquiry into the use of electronic devices in the Chamber and in Committee Rooms. 
Several Members suggested that differing practice might be adopted in the Chamber 
and in the House’s various types of Committee, particularly public bill committees. In 
both sets of circumstances, any use should be discreet and judicious; Members should 
not use mobile phones, blackberry-type or I-pad-type devices obtrusively, and should 
limit their use in order to allow them to concentrate on the matter being debated.   
 
It was suggested that the existing practice largely be maintained in the Chamber, with 
the Speaker or other occupant of the Chair retaining the discretion to regulate any 
misuse, or abuse. In Committees, by contrast, Members might be allowed more 
latitude in keeping up with correspondence, dealing with other urgent work and 
referring to background or other papers. 
 
The fact that members of the public had noticed and complained of Members being 
‘engrossed’ in electronic devices rather than paying attention to debates was of some 
concern.  
 
One Member believed that no device should be allowable during any parliamentary 
sitting. One Member suggested that in the long term, it might be possible for 
Committee papers, including past papers, to be supplied via dedicated devices, 
reducing the need for and cost of paper, and aiding administration of the Committee’s 
business.  
 
The Committee agreed that the Chair should communicate these views to the 
Chair of the Procedure Committee in a submission to its inquiry into the use of 
electronic devices. 
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4. HOUSE OF COMMONS STATIONERY: PROPOSED CHANGES 
 

Catherine Fogarty, Deliverer of the Vote, presented samples of proposed changes to 
the embossing of stationery with the Portcullis symbol.  She also sought one or more 
volunteers from the Committee to act as Member representatives when the House’s 
stationery contract comes up for re-letting during the next year or so. 
 
Members raised questions about the costs charged by Banner for stationery including 
writing paper and envelopes, and queried why Portcullis-stamped paper is provided in 
more colours than green.  Members said that the quality of MPs’ stationery needed to 
be good, as a letter from an MP remained, for most constituents, an important 
document.   
 
The Committee agreed to defer any consideration of changes in stationery 
provided until later in the year and as part of the specification for re-letting 
the contract. 
 

 
5. CATERING PROPOSALS 
 

The Committee considered its response to savings proposals made by the Catering and 
Retail Service. Several proposals were agreed to; several more were rejected. The 
Committee agreed a list of proposed alternative measures to make savings or 
increase revenues, and to submit those to the Director General, Facilities so 
that some initial costings may be worked out. 
 
 

6. PICT 
 
Joan Miller, Director, and Matthew Taylor, Director of Member Services, Parliamentary 
Information and Communications Technology (PICT) briefed the Committee on post-
election IT services and the department’s strategy for the coming year.  The Committee 
agreed to participate in a trial of I-pads for Committee use. 
 
Several Members highlighted difficulties in provision of IT in constituency offices in the 
post-election period and later.  Joan Miller pointed out that PICT is not funded to the 
same extent for constituency support work as for work done on the parliamentary 
estate, but that discussion was taking place with the principal contractor, and its 
supply companies about improving the level of service offered.   
 
A Member asked about reducing the amount of paper-based communication within 
the House, and about the ability to, for example, table more amendments or questions 
electronically. The Procedural Data Programme would enable more electronic transfer 
of information and documents, and discussion would be required with procedural 
offices. 
 
A Member praised PICT for having had an efficient and effective service running for 
new Members immediately after the election. 
 
Members raised questions about the costs of printers and, in particular, toner 
cartridges. A wider range of printers had been introduced during the present 
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parliament; questions arose over the use of non-branded toner so far as printer 
guarantees are concerned.  
 
Members discussed the forthcoming I-pad trial, under which Committee papers will be 
provided electronically to those who participate. Members spoke of the convenience of 
having papers in a single space; even under the best distribution system, some of them 
are sometimes where their papers are not.  One spoke against a headlong rush to a 
paperless world.  The I-pad trial will begin within about two months. 
 
 

7. DATE AND TIME OF NEXT MEETING 
 

THE COMMITTEE WILL NEXT MEET ON MONDAY 14 FEBRUARY AT 4.30 PM IN 
COMMITTEE ROOM 16. 


